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DETAILED ACTION 

This Office Action is in response to the application filed on 12/06/2007. 
Claims 1-10 have been cancelled. 
Claims 11-21 have been added. 
Claims 11-21 have been examined and are pending. 

Response to Amendment 

The amendment filed 12/06/2007 is objected to under 35 U.S.C. 132(a) because 
it introduces new matter into the disclosure. 35 U.S.C. 132(a) states that no 
amendment shall introduce new matter into the disclosure of the invention. The added 
material which is not supported by the original disclosure is as follows; Applicant has 
not shown support in the specification for the added material in the amendment. 
Applicant is required to cancel the new matter in the reply to this Office Action. 

Some new matters can be found as the following pages of a new amended 
specification. 

Page 2, par. [0006], "query Information" in lines 3, 7; 
Page 8, par. [0038], "query information" in lines 1-2, 6; 
Page 8, par. [0041], "query information" in line 1; 
Page 8, par. [0042], "query Information" in lines 1,8; 
Page 9, par. [0045], "query information" in line 5; 
Page 12, par. [0053], "query information" in lines 6-7. 
A query information has different meaning than "collation information". 
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Page 12, par. [0052], "However, a confirmation after tlie fact is made 
regarding the second communication terminal PD2 " in lines 2-3" has different meaning 
than "However, a prior confirmation is executed to the second communication 
terminal PD2". 

Page 16, par. [0071], "unique signals" in line 5 has different meaning than 
"intrinsic signal". 

Response to Arguments 

Applicant's arguments filed 12/16/2007 have been fully considered but they are 
not persuasive. 

With regard to claims 1 1 and 21 , The Applicant argues that: 

"Schuichi, Taro and Schunichi fail to teach or suggest a host computer 

"transmitting to a mobile communication device a request for user identification 

information in response to receiving the query information from the service device", as 

recited claims 1 1 and 21. 

. The Examiner respectfully disagrees with the applicant and still maintains that 
Taro teaches a host computer transmitting to a user device a request for user 

identification infomnation in response to receiving the query information from the service 

device (See Taro; par. [0012]). 

Taro does not explicitly disclose user temninal is a mobile communication device. 

However, Schuichi teaches a mobile communication device which transmits a user ID to 
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a host communication device to a demand (See Schuichi; par. [003]; fig. 1, a 
communication terminal is a mobile device 100). 

Thus, it would have been obvious to the person of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made to modify the method of Taro of the invention by including 
the step of Schuichi because it would allow a provider to perform user authentication by 
distinguishing whether the transmitted password is a password corresponding to the 
user ID transmitted previously [Schuichi, par. [0003]]. Please, See more details in the 
Office Action below. 

Claim 21 has similar limitations as claim 1 1 and rejected with same argument 

above. 

With regard to claim 17, The Applicant argues that 

"Similar to claim 1 1 and 21, Independent claim 17 recites features that 
distinguish over the applied references. For example, claim 17 recites a host computer 
that includes "a transmitter operable to transmit a request for the user identification 
information to the mobile communication device in response to receiving the query 
information from the service device, and further operable to transmit authentication 
information, to the service device, based on comparison results." As noted above In 
regards to similar distinguishing features recited in claims 1 1 and 21 , Schuichi, Taro, 
and Schunichi, alone or in combination, fail to teach or suggest this distinguishing 
feature of claim 17." 

The Examiner respectfully disagrees with the applicant and still maintains that 
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Claim 17 has similar limitation as claim 11. Taro further discloses a transmitter 
operable to transmit a request for the user identification information to the mobile 
communication device in response to receiving the query information from the service 
device, and further operable to transmit authentication infomriation, to the service 
device, based on comparison results (See Taro, par. [0012] ; par. [0078]). Please, see 
more details in the Office Action below. 

Therefore, the Examiner asserts that cited prior does teach or suggest the 
subject matter recited claims 11-21. 

The fact that Examiner may not have specifically responded to any particular 
arguments made by Applicant and Applicant's Representative should not be construed 
as indicating Examiner's agreement therewith. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

The following is a quotation of the first paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall contain a written description of the invention, and of the manner and process of 
making and using it, in such full, clear, concise, and exact terms as to enable any person skilled in the 
art to which it pertains, or with which it is most nearly connected, to make and use the same and shall 
set forth the best mode contemplated by the inventor of carrying out his invention. 

Claims 11 and 21 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, first paragraph, as failing to 
comply with the written description requirement. The claim(s) contains subject matter 
which was not described in the specification in such a way as to reasonably convey to 
one skilled in the relevant art that the inventor(s), at the time the application was filed, 
had possession of the claimed invention. 
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Claim 1 1 recites "query information" in lines 2 and 4 which was not disclosed 
in the original specification. 

Claim 21 recites "query information" in lines 3 and 5 which was not disclosed 
in the original specification. 

Even though it is new matter, the prior art still reads on this new limitation. Please, see 
more details in the Office Action below. 

The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

Claims 17 and 21are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as being 
indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which 
applicant regards as the invention. 

Claim 17 recites the limitation "The authorization of a user" in line 3. There is 
insufficient antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. 

Claim 21 recites the limitation "The authentication of the user" in lines 3-4. There 
is insufficient antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 
The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
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invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 11, 12, 17, and 21 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Fukuo Taro (JP 2000-76336) in viev*/ of Fukai ShuichI et al. (JP 2000-92236). 

As per claim 11 

Taro teaches a method for authentication of a user using a host computer, comprising: 

(a) receiving query information from a service device regarding the authentication 
of the user [par. [0024], "The electronic banking authorization system 1-7 receives 
each authentication request demand from two or more Electronic Commerce 
Technology Division service provider equipment 1-6. It has the function to 
perform authentication for electronic banking alone about a user, and functions 
as an authentication center intensively prepared to two or more Electronic 
Commerce Technology Division service providers"; Electronic Commerce 
Technology Division service provider is equivalent to service equipment]; 

(b) transmitting to a user communications device a request for user identification 
information in response to receiving the query information from the service device [par. 
[0012]; "A means to ************ a user terminal through a public network based on 
this user identifier, and to receive the secrecy information of the user for 
electronic banking directly through this public network from a user terminal"]; 

(c) receiving the user identification information from the user communications 
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device [par, [0012]; "A means to ************ a user terminal through a public 
network based on this user identifier, and to receive the secrecy information of 
the user for electronic banking directly through this public network from a user 
terminal"]; 

(d) comparing the user identification infomiation and authentication information to 
generate comparison results [par. [0078]; "Furthermore, in order that an electronic 
banking authorization system may perform his identification by calling back the 
Electronic Commerce Technology Division service user based on the subscriber 
information memorized by the database storage section, the Electronic 
Commerce Technology Division service provider side and the user side - him - 
necessity of the special authentication equipment for identification cannot be 
carried out, but simple composition can perform his identification, and trouble 
generating of an unjust claim of the charge by a user's malpractice etc. can be 
prevented"]; and 

(e) using the comparison result for the authentication of the user [par. [0078]]. 
Taro teaches limitations in claim 1 1 . Taro does not explicitly disclose user terminal is a 
mobile communications device. 

However, Schuichi teaches a mobile communication device which transmits a 
user ID to a host communications devices to a demand [par. [003]; "A communication 
terminal transmits a user ID to a provider to the demand. A provider will demand 
transmission of a password from a communication terminal next, if a user ID 
checks that it is regular ID. A communication terminal transmits a password to 
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the demand. And a provider performs user authentication by distinguishing 
whether the transmitted password is a password corresponding to the user ID 
transmitted previously"; fig. 1, a communication terminal is a mobile device 100]. 

Thus, it would have been obvious to the person of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made to modify the method of Taro of the invention by including 
the step of Schuichi because it would allow a provider performs user authentication by 
distinguishing whether the transmitted password is a password corresponding to the 
user ID transmitted previously [Schuichi, par. [0003]]. 

As per claim 12 

Schuichi further teaches the method of claim 1 1 , wherein the user identification 
information includes personal attributes of the user [par. [003]; "A communication 
terminal transmits a user ID to a provider to the demand. A provider will demand 
transmission of a password from a communication terminal next, if a user ID 
checks that it is regular ID. A communication terminal transmits a password to 
the demand. And a provider performs user authentication by distinguishing 
whether the transmitted password is a password corresponding to the user ID 
transmitted previously"; fig. 1, a communication terminal is a mobile device 100]. 

As per claim 17 

This claim consists a host computer for implementing an authorization process to 
implement claim 11 and storage device [Shuichi ; par. [0014], "moreover, / said 



Application/Control Number: Page 10 

10/070,221 

Art Unit: 2139 

electronic banking authorization system / section / which memorizes the 
subscriber information of the user who registered with this electronic banking 
authorization system beforehand, and the Electronic Commerce Technology 
Division service provider / subscriber database storage] It has the transaction 
database storage section which memorizes the order data of Electronic 
Commerce Technology Division sent and received between a user terminal and 
Electronic Commerce Technology Division service provider equipment"]; thus it is 
rejected with the same rationale applied against claim 1 1 above. 

As per claim 21 

This claim consists a computer-readable medium containing instructions or 
controlling at least one processor of a hosit computer to implement claim 1 1 ; thus it is 
rejected with the same rationale applied against claim 1 1 above. 

Claims 13-16 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Fukuo 
Taro (JP 2000-76336) and Fukai ShuichI etal. (JP 2000-92236) in view of Watanabe 
Schunichi(JP 06-215009). 

As per claim 13 

The combination of Taro and Schuichi teach the subject matter as described in 
claim 1 1 . 
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Taro and Schuichi do not explicitly teach about receiving from tlie service device 
information regarding current services provided. 

However, Schuinichi teaches about receiving from the service device information 
regarding current services provided [par. [005]; "The purpose of this invention 
memorizes cumulatively the amount of money for purchaser in a unit period for 
every card number of each card issuer. When the amount of money for purchase 
memorized about the credit card shown at the time of processing of transactions 
exceeds the purchase limit set up beforehand, it is in offering the card processing 
system which can prevent that buy it and unjust dealings of the large sums by the 
surroundings are performed by transmitting that to a card issuer"]. 

Thus, it would have been obvious to the person of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made to modify the method of Taro and Schuichi of the invention 
by including the step of Schunichi because it would allow a card processing system 
which can prevent that buy it and unjust dealings of the large sums by the surroundings 
are performed by transmitting that to a card issuer [Schunichi, par. [005]]. 

As per claim 14 

Schunichi further teaches the method of claim 13, further comprising selecting an 
authentication level for the authentication according to the information regarding the 
current services provided [claim 1, claim 2; par. [005]; "The purpose of this 
invention memorizes cumulatively the amount of money for purchase in a unit 
period for every card number of each card issuer. When the amount of money for 
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purchase memorized about the credit card shown at the time of processing of 
transactions exceeds the purchase limit set up beforehand, it is in offering the 
card processing system which can prevent that buy it and unjust dealings of the 
large sums by the surroundings are performed by transmitting that to a card 
issuer"; authentication level can be amount of money purchases exceeding the 
limit setup beforehand]. 

As per claim IS 

Schunichi further teaches the method of claim 14, wherein the authentication 
level is selected based on a comparison between past service provision history and the 
information regarding the current services provided [par. [005]; "The purpose of this 
invention memorizes cumulatively the amount of money for purchase in a unit 
period for every card number of each card issuer. When the amount of money for 
purchase memorized about the credit card shown at the time of processing of 
transactions exceeds the purchase limit set up beforehand, it is in offering the 
card processing system which can prevent that buy it and unjust dealings of the 
large sums by the surroundings are performed by transmitting that to a card 
issuer"]. 

As per claim 16 

Schunichi further teaches the method of claim 14, wherein the authentication 
level is selected based on at least one of cost of service, services provision area, 
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service provision frequency, and total sum of money for the services provided [claim 1, 
claim 2; par. [005]; "The purpose of this invention memorizes cumulatively the 
amount of money for purchase in a unit period for every card number of each 
card issuer. When the amount of money for purchase memorized about the credit 
card shown at the time of processing of transactions exceeds the purchase limit 
set up beforehand, it is in offering the card processing system which can prevent 
that buy it and unjust dealings of the large sums by the surroundings are 
performed by transmitting that to a card issuer"]. 

Claims 18-20 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Fukai 
Shuichi et al. (JP 2000-92236) and further in view of Fukuo Taro (JP 2000-76336). 

As per claim 18 

Schuichi teaches A communications device, comprising: 

(a) a receiver operable to receive, from a host computer, a request for 
infonnation regarding authentication of a user [par. [003]; "the provider of whom 
connection was required demands transmission of a user ID from a 
communication terminal first. A communication terminal transmits a user ID to a 
provider to the demand"]; 

(b) a storage device operable to store information regarding the authentication of 
the user [par. [003]; "A communication terminal transmits a user ID to a provider 
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to the demand"; It is inherent that communication terminal stores user ID in a 
memory before transmitting user ID to a provider]; and 

(c) a transmitter operable to transmit information regarding the authentication of 
the user, stored in the storage device, to the host computer in response to receiving the 
request for information regarding the authentication of the user [par. [006)-[007]; 
"■Moreover, invention according to claim 9 data in the information service 
equipment which transmits through a communication line to the attested 
communication terminal [connection request / from said communication terminal] 
It is characterized by having a terminal specific information receiving means to 
receive the terminal specific information which specifies the communication 
terminal concerned, and the authentication means which attests whether said 
connection request is recognized based on said terminal specific information 
which received"]; 

(d) wherein the communications device is a mobile communication device [fig. 1, 
box 100; par. [0010], cellular phone and land mobile radiotelephone]. 

Schuichi teaches limitations in claim 18. Schuichi does not explicitly disclose a 
request for information regarding authentication of a user at a service device. 

However, Taro discloses a request for information regarding authentication of a 
user at a service device [par. [0024], "The electronic banking authorization system 
1-7 receives each authentication request demand from two or more Electronic 
Commerce Technology Division service provider equipment 1-6. It has the 
function to perform authentication for electronic banking alone about a user, and 
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functions as an authentication center intensively prepared to two or more 
Electronic Commerce Technology Division service providers"; Electronic 
Commerce Technology Division service provider is equivalent to service 
equipment]. 

Thus, it would have been obvious to the person of ordinary sl<ill in the art at the 
time the invention was made to combine the communication device of Schuichi of the 
invention by including the step of Tare because it would allow the electronic banking 
authentication system which can perform electronic commerce, and electronic 
commerce service provider equipment safely in the electronic commerce service by the 
Internet, without preventing leakage of secrecy information, such as a credit card 
number, and being able to perform maintenance and check of electronic data, and the 
user registering secrecy information, such as a credit card number, beforehand [Taro, 
par. [0011]]. 

As per claim 19 

Schuichi further teaches the communications device of claim 18, wherein the 
transmitter is further operable to selectively transmit, to the host computer, information 
regarding the authentication of the user based on a type of authentication requested 
[par. [003]; "A provider will demand transmission of a password from a 
communication terminal next, if a user ID checks that it is regular ID. A 
communication terminal transmits a password to the demand. And a provider 
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performs user authentication by distinguishing whether the transmitted password 
is a password corresponding to the user ID transmitted previously"]. 

As oer claim 20 

This claim consists a computer program product comprising a computer useable 
medium including control logic stored therein, the control logic enabling a 
communications device to implement claims 18-19; thus it is rejected with the same 
rationale applied against claims 18-19 above. 

Conclusion 

Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in 
this Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP 
§ 706.07(a). Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 
CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the date of this final action. 
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Any inquiry concerning tliis communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Canh Le whose telephone number is 571-270-1380. 
The examiner can normally be reached on Monday to Friday 7:30AM to 5:00PM other 
Friday off. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Kristine Kincaid can be reached on 571-272-4063. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more infonnation about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 



Canh Le 

January 26, 2008 



